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Patents. P.O. Boxx^SO, Alexandria. VA 22313-1450" [37 CFR 
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Examiner 
Tod Thomas Van Roy 



Applicant requests review of the final rejection in the above-identified application. No amendments are being filed with 
this request. 



This request is being filed with a notice of appeal. 



The review is requested for the reason(s) stated on the attached sheet(s). 
Note: No more than five (5) pages may be provided. 
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STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF 
PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 



Sir: 



Reconsideration of the rejection of claim 22 is respectfully requested. No basis for the 
rejection was ever put forward and, therefore, it is very difficult to respond. However, the 
resistances R5 and R6 are not coupled as a voltage divider. Moreover, the proposition that because 
of the resistance of R4 in a different embodiment something can be deduced about the resistances 
of R5 and R6 should be reconsidered. It is not seen how there is any basis for such an assertion. 

With respect to claim 23, the claim calls for coupling the gate of a transistor to a node 
between the first and second resistances. This limitation does not appear to be addressed. The 
transistor is asserted to be the transistor 74 and it does not appear that the gate of the transistor 74 
is coupled to a node between the first and second resistances, if those are asserted to be R5 and R6. 
There is a node that is coupled to one end of the resistor R6, but there would appear to be no basis 
to suggest that node is between both of the resistances R5 and R6. 
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Claim 12 calls for the resistances coupled as a voltage divider. This limitation was not 
addressed and, therefore, it is difficult to respond to. But there appears to be no basis for any 
assertion that Figure 10 of the reference teaches such an arrangement. The same can be said with 
respect to claim 17. 

Note that the new Section 112 rejection, mentioned for the first time in the advisory action, 
is improper and is not of record, since only the final rejection is of record, as no new final rejection 
was set out. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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